
445 

Coop. State Research, Education, and Extension Ser., USDA § 3415.6 

inclusion of additional information is 
necessary to ensure the equitable eval-
uation of the proposal (e.g., photo-
graphs that do not reproduce well, re-
prints, and other pertinent materials 
that are deemed to be unsuitable for 
inclusion in the text of the proposal), 
the number of copies submitted should 
match the number of copies of the ap-
plication requested in the program so-
licitation. Each set of such materials 
must be identified with the name of the 
submitting organization, and the 
name(s) of the principal investi-
gator(s). Information may not be ap-
pended to a proposal to circumvent 
page limitations prescribed for the 
project description. Extraneous mate-
rials will not be used during the peer 
review process. 

(13) Organizational management infor-
mation. Specific management informa-
tion relating to an applicant shall be 
submitted on a one-time basis prior to 
the award of a grant identified under 
this Part if such information has not 
been provided previously under this or 
another program for which the spon-
soring agency is responsible. The De-
partment will contact an applicant to 
request organizational management in-
formation once a proposal has been rec-
ommended for funding. 

§ 3415.5 Evaluation and disposition of 
applications. 

(a) Evaluation. All proposals received 
from eligible applicants and submitted 
in accordance with deadlines estab-
lished in the annual program solicita-
tion shall be evaluated by the Director 
or Administrator through such officers, 
employees, and others as the Director 
or Administrator determines are 
uniquely qualified in the areas of re-
search represented by particular 
projects. To assist in equitably and ob-
jectively evaluating proposals and to 
obtain the best possible balance of 
viewpoints, the Director or Adminis-
trator shall solicit the advice of peer 
scientists, ad hoc reviewers, or others 
who are recognized specialists in the 
areas covered by the applications re-
ceived and whose general roles are de-
fined in § 3415.2. Specific evaluations 
will be based upon the criteria estab-
lished in subpart B, § 3415.15, unless 
NIFA and/or ARS determine that dif-

ferent criteria are necessary for the 
proper evaluation of proposals in one 
or more specific program areas, or for 
specific types of projects to be sup-
ported, and announces such criteria 
and their relative importance in the 
annual program solicitation. The over-
riding purpose of these evaluations is 
to provide information upon which the 
Administrator may make an informed 
judgment in selecting proposals for 
support. Incomplete, unclear, or poorly 
organized applications will work to the 
detriment of applicants during the peer 
evaluation process. To ensure a com-
prehensive evaluation, all applications 
should be written with the care and 
thoroughness accorded papers for pub-
lication. 

(b) Disposition. On the basis of the Di-
rector’s or Administrator’s evaluation 
of an application in accordance with 
paragraph (a) of this section, the Direc-
tor or Administrator will (1) approve 
support using currently available 
funds, (2) defer support due to lack of 
funds or a need for further evaluation, 
or (3) disapprove support for the pro-
posed project in whole or in part. With 
respect to approved projects, the Direc-
tor or Administrator will determine 
the project period (subject to extension 
as provided in § 3415.7(c)) during which 
the project may be supported. Any de-
ferral or disapproval of an application 
will not preclude its reconsideration or 
a reapplication during subsequent fis-
cal years. 

§ 3415.6 Grant awards. 
(a) General. Within the limit of funds 

available for such purpose, the award-
ing official of NIFA or ARS shall make 
grants to those responsible, eligible ap-
plicants whose proposals are judged 
most meritorious in the announced 
program areas under the evaluation 
criteria and procedures set forth in this 
part. The date specified by the Director 
or Administrator as the effective date 
of the grant shall be no later than Sep-
tember 30 of the Federal fiscal year in 
which the project is approved for sup-
port and funds are appropriated for 
such purpose, unless otherwise per-
mitted by law. It should be noted that 
the project need not be initiated on the 
grant effective date, but as soon there-
after as practicable so that project 
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